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Double Patenting 

1 . The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 
F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 
USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Omum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 
1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 
418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) may be 
used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double 
patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly 
owned with this application. See 37 CFR 1 .130(b). 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 



2. Claims 12-16 rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-1 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6668980. 
Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from 
each other because claims 12-16 in Application No. 10686695 are anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 6668980. 

Specification 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: The tenn 
Kevlar® is misspelled "Kelvar®" on Page 2, Line 21 . 

Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Objections 

4. Claims 18-22 and 24-26 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of 
improper dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous 
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claim. Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the 
claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. It is 
indefinite how claims 18-22 limit the method for isolating an elevator car or platform 
from elevator system vibrations. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 12-16 and 23-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Suchodolski et al. U.S. Patent No. 5325937 in view of Matarin et al. 
U.S. Patent No. 5604331. 

7. Regarding claim 12, Suchodolski et al. discloses an elevator car suspension 
system for attenuating elevator system vibrations. A plurality of upper tension members 
16 for suspending an elevator car 20 from an upper portion of an elevator sling 12 
(according to Column 2, Line 13). Suchodolski et al. is silent concerning the upper 
tension members 16 being comprised of synthetic fibers. Matarin et al. teaches tension 
members comprised of synthetic fibers (Column 2, Lines 34-40). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to construct the 
tension members disclosed by Suchodolski et al. using synthetic fibers taught by 
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Matarin et al. to facilitate weight reduction and tension strengtli witfiin the elevator 
system. 

8. Regarding claim 13, Suchodolski et al. is silent concerning the upper tension 
members 16 containing aramid fibers. Matarin et al. further teaches tension members 
containing aramid fibers (Column 2, Lines 34-40). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to construct the tension members 
disclosed by Suchodolski et al. using aramid fibers taught by Matarin et al. to increase 
the lifespan of the tension members and facilitate tension strength within the elevator 
system. 

9. Regarding claim 14, Suchodolski et al. is silent concerning the upper tension 
members 16 being fire resistant. Matarin et al. further teaches tension members being 
fire resistant (Column 2, Lines 34-40). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide the tension members disclosed by 
Suchodolski et al. with fire resistant properties taught by Matarin et al. to prevent 
damage to the tension members at high temperature. 

10. Regarding claim 15, Suchodolski et al. is silent concerning the upper tension 
members 16 having vibrational frequencies less than the frequencies of the elevator 
system vibrations. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to construct the tension members disclosed by Suchodolski et al. 
with vibrational frequencies less than the frequencies of the elevator system vibrations 
to provide means of vibrational dampening. Any means of dampening with vibrational 
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frequencies more than tlie frequencies of the elevator system vibrations would not 
achieve vibrational dampening and cause damage to the elevator system. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 16, Suchodolski et al. is silent concerning the upper tension 
members 16 having a density less than 2.5 g/cc. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to construct the tension members 
disclosed by Suchodolski et al. with a density less than 2.5 g/cc since it has been held 
that where the general conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering 
the optimum or workable range involves only routine skill in the art. In re Aller, 105 
USPQ 233. 

12. Regarding claim 23, Suchodolski et al. further discloses a method for isolating an 
elevator car 20 from elevator system vibrations comprised of suspending the car 20 
from an elevator sling 12 with upper tension members 16. Suchodolski et al. is silent 
concerning the upper members 16 containing synthetic fibers. Matarin et al. further 
teaches tension members comprised of synthetic fibers (Column 2, Lines 34-40). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
construct the tension members disclosed by Suchodolski et al. using synthetic fibers 
taught by Matarin et al. to facilitate weight reduction and tension strength within the 
elevator system. 

13. Regarding claim 24, Suchodolski et al. is silent concerning the upper tension 
members 16 having vibrational frequencies less than the frequencies of the elevator 
system vibrations. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to construct the tension members disclosed by Suchodolski et al. 
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with vibrational frequencies less than the frequencies of the elevator system vibrations 
to provide means of vibrational dampening. Any means of dampening with vibrational 
frequencies more than the frequencies of the elevator system vibrations would not 
achieve vibrational dampening and cause damage to the elevator system. 

14. Regarding claim 25, Suchodolski et al. is silent concerning upper tension 
members 16 having an in-use natural vibration frequency of 8 Hz. or less. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to construct 
the tension members disclosed by Suchodolski et al. with an in-use natural vibration 
frequency of 8 Hz. or less since it has been held that where the general conditions of a 
claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable range involves 
only routine skill in the art. In re Aller, 105 USPQ 233. 

15. Regarding claim 26, Suchodolski et al. is silent concerning upper tension 
members 16 having a density of about 0.138 kg/m. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to construct the tension members 
disclosed by Suchodolski et al. with a density of about 0.138 kg/m since it has been 
held that discovering an optimum value of a result effective variable involves only 
routine skill in the art. In re Boesch, 617 F.2d 272, 205 USPQ 215 (CCPA 1980). 

16. Claims 17-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Suchodolski et al. U.S. Patent No. 5325937 in view of Matarin et al. U.S. Patent No. 
5604331 as applied to claims 12-16 above, and further in view of Toyoshima et ai. JP 
Patent No. 54040451 . 
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17. Suchodoiski et al. discloses a method for isolating an elevator car platform 36 
from elevator system vibrations comprised of suspending an elevator car 20 from an 
upper portion of an elevator sling 12 with tension members 16. Suchodoiski et al. in 
view of Matarin et al. teaches tension members manufactured from synthetic fibers 
(Column 2, Lines 34-40). Suchodoiski et al. in view of Matarin et al. is silent concerning 
securing the elevator car platform to a lower portion of the elevator sling with tension 
members. Toyoshima et al. teaches securing an elevator car platform 7 to a lower 
portion of an elevator sling 6 with tension members 9. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to secure the elevator car 
platform disclosed by Suchodoiski et al. in view of Matarin et al. to a lower portion of the 
elevator sling with tension members taught by Toyoshima et al. to facilitate stability of 
the elevator car platform. 

1 8. Regarding claim 1 8, Suchodoiski et al. in view of Matarin et al. and further in view 
of Toyoshima et al. is silent concerning the upper tension members having vibrational 
frequencies less than the frequencies of the elevator system vibrations. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to construct 
the tension members disclosed by both Suchodoiski et al with vibrational frequencies 
less than the frequencies of the elevator system vibrations to provide means of 
vibrational dampening. Any means of dampening with vibrational frequencies more than 
the frequencies of the elevator system vibrations would not achieve vibrational 
dampening and cause damage to the elevator system. 
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19. Regarding claim 19, Sucliodolski et al. in view of Matarin et al. and further in view 
of Toyoshima et al. is silent concerning lower tension members having a density of 
about 0.138 kg/m. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to construct the tension members taught by Toyoshima et al. with a 
density of about 0.138 kg/m since it has been held that discovering an optimum value of 
a result effective variable involves only routine skill in the art. In re Boesch, 617 F.2d 
272, 205 USPQ 215 (CCPA 1980). 

20. Regarding claim 20, Suchodolski et al. in view of Matarin et al. and further in view 
of Toyoshima et al. is silent concerning the upper and lower tension members having an 
in-use natural vibration frequency of 8 Hz. or less. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to construct the tension members 
disclosed by both Suchodolski et al. and Toyoshima et al. with an in-use natural 
vibration frequency of 8 Hz. or less since it has been held that where the general 
conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable 
range involves only routine skill in the art. In re Aller, 105 USPQ 233. 

21 . Regarding claim 21 , Suchodolski et al. in view of Matarin et al. and further in view 
of Toyoshima et al. is silent concerning teaches tension members containing aramid 
fibers. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to further construct the tension members taught by Toyoshima et al. using 
aramid fibers taught by Suchodolski et al. in view of Matarin et al. to increase the 
lifespan of the tension members and facilitate tension strength within the elevator 
system. 
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22. Regarding claim 22, Suchodolski et al. in view of Matarin et al. and further in view 
of Toyoshima et al. is silent concerning teaches tension members containing a fire- 
resistant sheath. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to further construct the tension members taught by Toyoshima et al. 
using a fire-resistant sheath taught by Suchodolski et al. in view of Matarin et al. to 
prevent damage to the tension members at high temperature. 

23. Claims 27-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Suchodolski et al. U.S. Patent No. 5325937 in view of Matarin et al. U.S. Patent No. 
5604331 as applied to claims 12-16 and 23-26 above, and further in view of Hymans 
U.S. Patent No. 2246732. 

24. Suchodolski et al. discloses an elevator car assehnbly for attenuating elevator 
system vibrations in an elevator system. The elevator system car assembly comprised 
of an elevator car sling for traveling in an elevator shaft and for supporting an elevator 
car platform. The car sling having an upper and a lower portion. Suchodolski et al. in 
view of Matarin et al. teaches synthetic fiber upper tension members for suspending the 
car platform from the upper portion of the elevator car sling. Suchodolski et al. in view of 
Matarin et al. is silent concerning isolation pads for supporting the elevator car platform. 
Hymans teaches isolation pads for supporting on the lower portion of the elevator sling, 
wherein the elevator car platform is suspended horizontally from the upper portion of the 
elevator sling by upper tension members and supported on the lower portion of the 
elevator sling of the elevator sling by the isolation pads. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide the elevator car 
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disclosed by Suchodolski et al. in view of Matarin et al. with isolation pads taught by 
Hymans to facilitate dampening of vibration in an elevator system. 

25. Regarding claim 28, Suchodolski et al. in view of Matarin et al. is silent 
concerning isolation pads comprised of rubber. Hymans teaches isolation pads 30 
comprised of rubber. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to provide the elevator car disclosed by Suchodolski et al. in view 
of Matarin et al. with isolation pads comprised of rubber taught by Hymans to facilitate 
dampening of vibration in an elevator system. 

26. Regarding claim 28, Suchodolski et al. in view of Matarin et al. teaches upper 
tension members comprised of aramid fibers. 

Conclusion 

27. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Chen et al. U.S. Patent No. 6164418, De Angelis et al. U.S. 
Patent No. 5566786, Yoo et al. U.S. Patent No. 5181586. Do U.S. Patent No. 5074382, 
Sing U.S. Patent No. 4766708, Himes U.S. Patent No. 1907967, Tominaga et al. JP 
Patent No. 05246658. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eric Pico whose telephone number is (571)272-5589. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30AM - 3:00PM M-F. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eileen Lillis can be reached on (571)272-6928. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status Information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). /} ^ /} /?/? >■ 
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